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Art Unit: 3692 

DETAILED ACTION 
Introduction 

1 . The following is a NON-FINAL Office Action in response to the communication 
received on 2 September 2008. Claims 1,4, 10, 14, and 21-25 are now pending in this 
application. 

Response to Amendments 

2. The Examiner removes the originally asserted Claim Objections of Claims 1, 4, 
10, and 14 in view of the Applicant's amendment. 

3. Applicant's Amendments to Claims 1,4, 10, and 14 have been acknowledged in 
that: Claims 1 and 4 have been amended : NO Claims have been newly canceled : 
Claims 21-25 have been added : hence, as such. Claims 1. 4. 10. 14. and 21-25 are 
pending in this application . 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 101 

4. 35 U.S.C. 101 reads as follows: 

Whoever invents or discovers any new and useful process, macliine, manufacture, or composition of 
matter, or any new and useful improvement thereof, may obtain a patent therefor, subject to the 
conditions and requirements of this title. 

5. Claims 1 and 21 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 101 because the claimed invention 
is not directed to a secondary statutory subject matter/class. 

Based on Supreme Court precedent [See Diamond v. Diehr, 450 U.S. 175, 184 
(1981); Parker v. Rook, 437 U.S. 584, 588 n.9 (1978); Gottschalk v. Benson, 409 U.S. 
63, 70 (1972); Cochrane v. Deener, 94 U.S. 780, 787-88 (1876)] and recent Federal 
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Circuit decisions, § 101 nnetliods/processes must (1) be tied to anotlier statutory class 
(sucli as a particular apparatus) or (2) transform underlying subject matter (such as an 
article or materials) to a different state or thing [The Supreme Court recognized that this 
test is not necessarily fixed or permanent and may evolve with technological advances. 
Gottschalk v. Benson, 409 U.S. 63, 71 (1972)]. If neither of these requirements is met 
by the claim(s), the method is not a patent eligible process under 35 U.S.C. § 101 . 
Appropriate correction is required. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

6. The following is a quotation of the first paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 1 12: 

The specification shall contain a whtten description of the invention, and of the manner and process of 
making and using it, in such full, clear, concise, and exact terms as to enable any person skilled in the 
art to which It pertains, or with which It Is most nearly connected, to make and use the same and shall 
set forth the best mode contemplated by the Inventor of carrying out his Invention. 

7. Claims 1 and 21 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, first paragraph, as failing to 
comply with the written description requirement. The claim(s) contains subject matter 
which was not described in the specification in such a way as to reasonably convey to 
one skilled in the relevant art that the inventor(s), at the time the application was filed, 
had possession of the claimed invention. 

Referring to Claim 1 : Claim 1 recites: "... provide a running balance ... ", and " 
... transactions from a credit source at ... " however, there is no support for such 
limitations anywhere within the specification. 

Referring to Claim 21 : Claim 21 recites: "... provide a running balance ... ", 
however, there is no support for such limitation anywhere within the specification. 
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Appropriate correction is required. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

8. The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 1 1 2: 

The specification sliall conclude witli one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

9. Claims 1, 14, and 21 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as 
being indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter 
which applicant regards as the invention. 

Referring to Claims 1. 14. and 21 : Claims 1, 14, and 21 recite: " ... a virtual ... 
account ... ". The Examiner notes that a virtual account is one that does not actual ly 
exist, and, as such, does not know to what account the Applicant's are actually referring 
to. This leaves the interpretation of the claim to be vague and ambiguous. 

Referring to Claims 1 and 21 : Claims 1 and 21 recite: "... at a rate that is more 
frequent than the normal reporting ... ". Such a limitation, however, leaves the 
interpretation of the claim to be vague and ambiguous. The Examiner does not know 
what rate or what normal reporting the Applicant's are referring to. 

Appropriate correction is required. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

10. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
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the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

11. Claims 1, 4, 10, 14, and 21-25 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Allen-Rouman et al. (US PG Pub. No. 2002/0152160), [hereinafter 
Allen-Rouman] in view of Bissonette et al. (US Pat. No. 6,343,279), [hereinafter 
Bissonette] further in view of Official Notice. 

Referring to Claim 1 : Allen-Rouman shows a method for budgeting financial 
resources in an automated fashion to provide a running balance, the method 
comprising: establishing a plurality of virtual financial accounts corresponding to 
budgetary categories overlaid upon an actual financial account (Allen-Rouman: Figure 
1c//Allen-Rouman discusses a system where a transaction takes place where a first 
purchase agreement is entered into - Figure 1c depicts the process by which this 
purchase transaction takes place//); automatically aggregating transactions from a 
source at a rate that is more frequent than the normal reporting period for the source 
(Allen-Rouman: Page 2, Paragraph 0039; Claim 1, 12//Allen-Rouman shows this first 
transaction which occurs between parties to take place electronically//); allocating actual 
financial account deposit transactions to corresponding virtual accounts. 

Allen-Rouman, however, does not expressly disclose increasing the balance in a 
virtual financial account each time an actual credit purchase is made to create a virtual 
reserve for budgeting payment of the credit source. 

Bissonette, in a similar environment, teaches increasing the balance in a virtual 
financial account each time an actual credit purchase is made to create a virtual reserve 
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for budgeting payment of the credit source (Bissonette: Abstract; Column 1, Lines 5-15; 
Column 1, Line 35-Column 2, Line 68; Column 4, Line 36-Column 8, Line 27; Claims). 

At the time of the invention it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in 
the art to modify the method and system of Allen-Rouman for funds transfer with the 
practice of Bissonette for integrating credit card transactions into a financial 
management system for the purpose of enhancing, automating, manage, and properly 
account for credit card activity within a financial management system (Bissonette: 
Column 1, Line 35-Column 2, Line 14). 

Referring to Claim 4 : Allen-Rouman discusses the limitations of Claim 1 . 

Allen-Rouman, however, does not expressly show a transactional account being 
one of: an equity account. 

The Examiner takes Official Notice that Allen-Rouman's display of a transactional 
account being one of: a credit account as encompassing the creation of an equity 
account within the instant application due to the direct correlation between the two of 
credit and equity. Furthermore, the instant application reads: " ... is one of ... ". As 
such, the Allen-Rouman reference teaches a credit account and thus satisfies this claim 
element. 

Referring to Claim 10 : Allen-Rouman discusses a method wherein the automatic 
aggregation is accomplished by a computer device (Allen-Rouman: Figures lb, c; Page 
2, Paragraph 0039//Allen-Rouman shows that requests are received from other parties 
via electronic means, received via a networked device//). 
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Referring to Claim 14 : Claim 14 is the system for the method of Claim 1 and 
thus, reflects the limitations of Claim 1. As such. Claim 14 is rejected under the same 
basis as is Claim 1 as mentioned supra. 

Referring to Claims 21-25 : Claims 21-25 parallel the limitations of Claims 1, 4, 
and 10 and are substantially the same. As such, Claims 21-25 are rejected under the 
same basis as are Claims 1,4, and 10 as mentioned supra. 

Response to Arguments 

12. Applicant's arguments filed 2 September 2008 have been fully considered but 
have been found to be moot and non-persuasive in view of the comments which 
follow: 

Argument 

Applicants respectfully submit that the references in the Office Action, either alone or in combination, do not teach or suggest all the 
limitations claimed in the claim set provided herein. Claim 1 requires "increasing the balance in a virtual financial account each time 
an actual credit purchase is made to create a virtual reserve for budgeting payment of the credit source." Neither reference cited in 
the rejection teaches such limitation. Unlike prior personal financial budgeting systems, the present invention does not merely 
incrementally increase the balance in a financial account when a deposit transaction is made and withdraw or reduce the balance 
when a purchase is made, but also notes when a credit purchase is made and instead of only debiting one of the virtual accounts 
containing the category of item which was purchased, also credits a separate account reserved for the payment of the credit source 
upon receipt of the credit source bill. The above-recited limitation is not taught in the Allen-Rouman reference, as discussed in the 
prior response and as acknowledged in the Office Action. In the Office Action, Bissonette was cited as teaching this limitation. 
Applicants respectfully disagree. Bissonette teaches a credit-card transaction approval system that overlays an extra transaction 
approval step over the normal limits imposed by the credit card issuer in the standard credit card authorization process. (See 
Abstract, Col. 3 lines 5-12, Col. 6 lines 9-20) Bissonette teaches that if a purchase has been pre-approved by the cardholder pre- 
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entering the purchase information (See Col. 5 lines 58-65), payment may be authorized immediately as the transaction is made 
(See Col. 5 line 58-Col 6 line 3, Col. 6 lines 32-39). However, it is noted that nothing in Bissonette teaches the recited limitation of 
increasing the balance in a virtual financial account each time an actual credit purchase is made to create a virtual reserve for 
budgeting payment of the credit source. Therefore, because Bissonette also fails to teach the limitations of claim 1 that are not 
taught by Allen-Rouman, the combination of Bissonette and Allen-Rouman also fails to teach such claim limitations. Claim 1 is 
therefore not made obvious by the cited references. Claims 4 and 10 are allowable for at least the same reasons. Claim 14 includes 
similar limitations and is similarly allowable. New claims 21-25 include similar but more specific limitations and are also similarly 
allowable. 

Regarding Argument 
The Examiner respectfully disagrees. The Examiner notes that claimed features 
of the instant application surround a virtual account which performs transactions within 
an actual account, and, as such, it can not be reasonably ascertained what exactly the 
Applicant's are actually referring to. This leaves the interpretation of the claim to be 
vague and ambiguous. Further more, the system of Allen-Rouman clearly teaches the 
limitations and steps of the claims as they are currently presented. Additionally, the 
account being virtual or not does not have any effect on the processes of the system as 
all the accounts to the system appear to be the same and it is the human perception 
that makes one virtual and the other real. 

1 3. Furthermore, any of the Applicant's additional arguments filed 2 September 2008 
have been fully considered but have been found to be moot and non-persuasive in 
view of the Examiner's comments noted above within the Office Action. 
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Examiner Note 

14. The Examiner has pointed out particular reference(s) contained in the prior 

art of record within the body of this action for convenience of the Applicant. Although 
the specified citations are representative of the teachings in the art and are applied to 
the specific limitations within the individual claim, other passages and figures may 
apply. Applicant, in preparing the response, should fully consider the entire 
reference as potentially teaching all or part of the claimed invention, as well as the 
context of the passage as taught by the prior art or disclosed by the Examiner. 



Conclusion 

15. Any inquiry concerning this communication should be directed to BENJAMIN S. 
FIELDS at telephone number 571.272.9734. The examiner can normally be reached 
MONDAY THRU FRI between the hours of 9AM and 7PM. If attempts to reach the 
examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's supervisor, KAMBIZ ABDI can 
be reached at 571 .272.6702. The fax phone number for the organization where this 
application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
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Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

Benjamin S. Fields 
6 November 2008 



/Kambiz Abdi/ 

Supervisory Patent Examiner, Art Unit 3692 



